
 

August 19, 2016 

Via Email 
Mr. Joel Singerman 
Acting Remedial Project Manager 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
290 Broadway –20th Floor 
New York, NY 10007-1866 
Singerman.Joel@epa.gov 
 
Re: Wolff-Alport Draft Ecological Screening Evaluation Technical Memorandum  
 

Dear Mr. Singerman: 

The City of New York (“City”) submits the following comments on the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency’s (“EPA”) Draft Ecological Screening Evaluation 
Technical Memorandum (“Technical Memorandum”), for the Wolff-Alport Chemical Company 
Site (“Wolff-Alport” or “Site”).  The City requests that these comments be included in the 
administrative record for the Site.  

In support of the Site’s Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study (“RI/FS”), 
EPA conducted an ecological screening evaluation focused on risks to ecological receptors 
potentially exposed to site-related radiological waste.  The investigation focused on ecological 
receptors at Newtown Creek based on EPA’s assumption that combined sewer overflow (“CSO”) 
discharges to Newtown Creek “may contain thorium waste” from the Site.  See Technical 
Memorandum at 1-1.  The Technical Memorandum found that radionuclide concentrations in 
Newtown Creek are less than Biota Concentration Guidelines (“BCG”) and that dose rates in the 
Creek are below dose limits. Technical Memorandum at 4-1.  These findings verify that there is 
no indication that ecological receptors in Newtown Creek are impacted by Site-related waste.  As 
such, the City believes that remedial actions are not necessary to protect ecological receptors in 
Newtown Creek from any adverse effects that could result from contamination related to Wolff-
Alport.  Furthermore, Newtown Creek is a Superfund Site that is currently undergoing an 
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independent ecological risk assessment under EPA oversight. Determinations regarding remedial 
actions at Newtown Creek should be made as part of that process.  

Significantly, there is no indication that Site-related contamination in or around 
the Combined Sewer System (“CSS”) extends beyond the immediate vicinity of the Site, that the 
CSS has transported Site-related waste to Newtown Creek, or that any Site-related contamination 
is being discharged into Newtown Creek. As noted in the Technical Memorandum, a 2013 
investigation undertaken by the New York City Department of Environmental Protection 
(“DEP”) (“DEP Sewer Assessment”) assessed potential radiological impact to the CSS in areas 
down-gradient from the Site.  The investigation found that radiological levels were the highest in 
the immediate vicinity of the Site, and that these levels decreased exponentially as downgradient 
distance from the Site increased. See, e.g., DEP Sewer Assessment pages 30 and 31. 
Furthermore, in addition to these findings, the sewer line’s length (1.9 miles or 11,414 feet) and 
size (reaching 180” at St. Nicholas Avenue) indicate that it is highly unlikely that any sediment 
is being transported from the Site, which is the start of the sewer line, to the Newtown Creek 
outfall.   

Next, the City requests a clarification of the Technical Memorandum’s conclusion 
that “…Radionuclides have been detected at concentrations above those detected in the reference 
area in a localized area surrounding the outfall NCB-083CSO in the East Branch of Newtown 
Creek.”  See Technical Memorandum, page 2-3. While EPA found that concentrations of certain 
radionuclides were higher than those found in the reference area, the Technical Memorandum 
also found that concentrations of some radionuclides were, in fact lower and that, in any case, no 
radionuclide concentrations exceeded any BCGs or dose limits.  Technical Memorandum at 4-1 
and 4-2; Figure 4-1.  Therefore, there is no indication that Newtown Creek has radionuclide 
concentrations that are significantly different than those found in the reference area.  
Furthermore, since this investigation was limited to samples near the NCB-083 CSO outfalls, 
there is no indication that radionuclide levels found near these outfalls are inconsistent with 
concentrations in the rest of the Creek.  The City therefore requests that this statement either be 
deleted or clarified to reflect these facts.1   

Finally, the City also concerned that, while the Technical Memorandum identifies 
CSO outfalls in describing sources of contamination in Newtown Creek, it omits ongoing and 
historical industrial sources of contamination. See Technical Memorandum, page 2-3.  These 
sources include multiple major sources of CERCLA contaminants and NAPL (non-aqueous 
phase liquids), and include two National Grid Manufactured Gas Plant sites, a 30 million gallon 
Exxon oil spill, several additional BP, Chevron, and Exxon petroleum refineries and transfer and 
storage facilities, a Phelps Dodge Refining Corporation copper smelter, and illegal dumping, in 
addition to on-going releases of uncontrolled groundwater (measured) from contaminated upland 
sites, and transport of NAPL from sediments through ebullition observed on the Creek.  
Regardless, Newtown Creek is itself undergoing an RI and to single out any particular source of 
contamination to the Creek is premature at this point in time. 
                                                 
1 The City also requests that EPA explain why the ratios identified on pages 58 and 59 of the 
Technical Memorandum are in red. 
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Conclusion 

The City appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Technical Memorandum, 
and looks forward to continuing to work with EPA and others to address historic contamination 
at the Site.  

 

Sincerely yours, 

____/s/______________ 

Haley Stein  
Assistant Corporation Counsel 

cc: Jean Regna 
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